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Utah Code

78B-3-309 Grounds.
The court may, on motion, change the place of trial in the following cases:
(1) when the county designated in the complaint is not the proper county;
(2) when there is reason to believe that an impartial trial cannot be had in the county, city, or
precinct designated in the complaint;
(3) when the convenience of witnesses and the ends of justice would be promoted by the change;
(4) when all the parties to an action, by stipulation or by consent in open court entered in the
minutes, agree that the place of trial may be changed to another county.
Renumbered and Amended by Chapter 3, 2008 General Session
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Rule 42. Consolidation; separate trials.
(a) Consolidation. When actions involving a common question of law or fact are pending before the court, it may
order a joint hearing or trial of any or all the matters in issue in the actions; it may order all the actions consolidated; and it
may make such orders concerning proceedings therein as may tend to avoid unnecessary costs or delay.
(a)(1) A motion to consolidate cases shall be heard by the judge assigned to the first case filed. Notice of a motion
to consolidate cases shall be given to all parties in each case. The order denying or granting the motion shall be filed
in each case.
(a)(2) If a motion to consolidate is granted, the case number of the first case filed shall be used for all subsequent
papers and the case shall be heard by the judge assigned to the first case. The presiding judge may assign the case
to another judge for good cause.
(b) Separate trials. The court in furtherance of convenience or to avoid prejudice may order a separate trial of any
claim, cross claim, counterclaim, or third party claim, or of any separate issue or of any number of claims, cross claims,
counterclaims, third party claims, or issues.

Utah Constitution

Article VIII, Section 5 [Jurisdiction of district court and other courts -- Right of appeal.]
The district court shall have original jurisdiction in all matters except as limited by this
constitution or by statute, and power to issue all extraordinary writs. The district court shall have
appellate jurisdiction as provided by statute. The jurisdiction of all other courts, both original and
appellate, shall be provided by statute. Except for matters filed originally with the Supreme Court,
there shall be in all cases an appeal of right from the court of original jurisdiction to a court with
appellate jurisdiction over the cause.
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